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FUEL ECONOMY_RETROFIT DEVICES

Announcement of Fuel Economy Retrofit Device Evaluation
for "Gas Meiser 1"
AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
ACTION: XNotice of Fuel Economy Retrofit Device Evaluation.
SUIMMARY: This document announces the conclusions of the EPA evaluation of

the “Gas Meiser I” device under provisions of Section 511 of the

Motor Vehicle Information and Cost Savings Act.
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Section 511(b)(1) and Section 511(c) of the

Motor Vehicle Information and Cost Savings Act (15 U.S.C. 2011(b))

requires that:

(»(Q) “Upon applicatioﬁ of any maﬁufacturer of a retrofit device (or
prototype-.thereof), upon the.‘reqﬁest of .the Federal Trade‘ Commission
pursuant to subsection (a), ér upon his own motion, the EPA Adminis;rator
shall evaluate, in accordance with rules prescribed under subsection (d),
any retrofit device to determine whether the retrofit device increases
fuel economy and to determine whether the representations (if any) made

with respect to such retrofit devices are accurate.”

(¢) "The EPA Administrator shall publish in the Federal Register a
sumpary of the results of all tests conducted. under this section, to-

gether with the EPA Administrator's conclusions és to. -
(1) the effect of any retrofit device on fuel econoay;

(2) the effeét of any such device on emissions of air pollu-

tants; and

(3) any other information which the Administrator determines to

be relevant in evaluating such device.”:

EPA published final regulations establishing procedures for con—
ducting fuel ecoﬁomy retrofit device  evaluatiouns on March 23, 1979

[44 FR 17946]).



ORIGIN OF REQUEST FOR EVALUATION: On December 17, 1§80, the EPA received
a request from Gas Meiser‘Corporationvfor évaluation of a fuel saving
device termed "Gas Meiser 1”. This Device is claimed to "... increase
fuel econom& by pre-heating the fuelf"' The Deviﬁe cousists principally

of a gasoline hose wrapped around the vehicle's upper radiator hose.

Availability of Evaluation Report:A An_evaiuation has been made and the

results are described completely in a report entitled: “EPA Evaluation
of the Gas Meiser 1 under Section_Sll of the Motor Vehicle Information
and Cost Savings Act,” report number EPA-AA-TEB-511-81-1 consisting of 18

pages including all attachments.

Copies of this report may be obtained from the National Technical

Information Center by using the above report number. Address requests’ to:

National Teéhnical Information Center
U.S. Department of Commerce
Springfield, VA 22161
| Phone: Federal Teléphone Sygtem (FTS) 737-4650

Commercial 703-487-4650
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Sumnary of Evaluation

The stated method of operation of the "Gas Meiser I" is that the "Gas
Meiser 1" is designed to preheat the fuel and thereby increase a

vehicle's fuel econonmy.

The Applicant submitted no test data with the application for evalua-
tion. Analysis of the information submitted by the Applicant did not
prove that use of the "Gas Meiser I" would enable a vehicle operator to

improve a vehicle's fuel economy.

Previous EPA testing of another device that preheated the fuel showed
that preheating the fuel gave no emissions or fuel economy benefits.
Thus, there is no technical basis to support any claims for a fuel

econony improvement due to the use of the "Gas Meiser I" device.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Merrill W. Korth, Emission Control
Technology Division, Office of Mobile Source 'Air Pollution Control,
Environmental Protection Agency, 2565 Plymouth Road, Ann Arbor, Michigan

48105, 313-668-4299.

Date . _ Edward F. Tuerk
Acting Assistant Administrator
for Air, Noise, and Radiation
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-6~

of the Gas Meiser I Device under Section 511 of the Motor

Vehicle Information and Cost Savings Act

The following is a summary of the information on the device as submitted
by the Applicant and the resulting EPA analysis and conclusions.

1.

2.

5.

Marketing Identification of the Device:

"Gas Meiser I"

Inventor of the Device and Patents:

A. Inventor

William LaBombard
1516 Oakes Street
Marinette, WI 54143

William Blemke
1516 1/2 Oakes Street
Marinette, WI 54143

B. Patent

“No Patent - 6 feet approved 5/16" Neoprene Hose, 2 approved

hose clamps, 2 wire ties

"Mr. Redman of Wisconsin Department of Agriculture Trade &

Consumer Protection indicated that at most,
expect a 10% increase. See enclosure #1."
Attachment A.

Manufacturer of the Device:

“Pending”

Manufacturing Organization Principals:

"Pending”

Marketing Organization in U.S. Making Application:

Gas Meiser Corporation
1516 Oakes Street
Marinette, WI 54143

Applying Organization Principals:

William LaBombard - President and Treasurer
Verna LaBombard - Vice-President and Secretary

a person could
Enclosure #1 is

William Blemke — Sales Manager and Representative in Communications



10.

11.

12.

13.
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Description of Device:

{a) Purpose of the Device (as supplied by Applicant): "Tp increase

fuel economy."

(b) Theory of Operation (as supplied by Applicant): "“To expand the
atomic structure of gasoline by preheating.”

(c) Detailed Description of Construction and Operation (as supplied
by Applicant): "6 feet approved 5/16" Neoprene hose, 2 ap-
proved hose clamps, 2 wire ties. Preheats the gas with the
heat from the top radiator hose expanding the atomic structure
of the gas which increases the gas mileage. See enclosure #2.”
Enclosure #2 was the device plus the General Instructions which
were also provided as Enclosure #3. (Enclosure #3 is Attach~
ment B of this report.)

Applicability of the Device (as supplied by Applicant):

"All combustible gas engines except diesel and air cooled. Gas
Meiser I will be marketed in one size only and will fit all auto-
mobiles except diesel and air cooled.”

Device Installation (as supplied by Applicant):

a. General Instructions - See Enclosure #3"; (Enclosure #3 is
Attachuent B.)

"b. All combustible engines except diesel and air cooled"
c. Tube cutter, screw driver”

"d. None"

e. Reduce wrapping if vapor lock occurs”

"f. Minimal mechanical ability”

Device Operation (as supplied by Applicant):
"See Enclosure #3"

Device Maintenance (as supplied by Applicant):

“Maintenance Free”

Effect on Vehicle Emissions {non-regulated) (as supplied by Appli-

cant):

"No independent test results available”

Effects on Vehicle Safety (as supplied by Applicant):

"See Enclosure #4" (Enclosure #4 is Attachment C).



14. Test Results - Regulated Emissions and Fuel Economy (submitted by

Applicant):

"No independent test results available”

{

15. Analzsis

A.

Description of Device:

The Device consists principally of a gasoline hose wrapped
around the vehicle's upper radiator hose. The Device is judged
to be able to heat the fuel to some limited extent.

Applicability of the Device:

The applicability of the device, as stated in Section 8, "All
combustible gas engines except diesel and air cooled” is judged
to be valid.

Device Installation — Tools and Expertise Required: were iden-

tified in Section 9

(1) The general instructions provided are judged to be adequate
for the physical installation of the device.

(2) The claim that the instructions are applicable to "all
combustible engines except diesel and air cooled” (Sec-
tion 8.), 1i.e. no vehicle specific dinstructions are
required, is judged to be correct.

(3) The tools identified in Section 9.c. are judged to be ade-
quate for installation of the Device.

(4) The statement that no special equipment is required for
installation checkout is judged to be correct. ‘

(5) The Device is judged to not require adjustments nor require
vehicle adjustments. If wvapor lock problems are encoun—
tered, the Applicant suggests reducing the number of
wrappings of the "Gas Meiser I" around ‘the engine's upper
radiator hose. This is judged to be able to alleviate any
vapor lock problems induced by the device.

Device Operation:

The Applicant refers to the installation instructions for Device
Operating instructions. The only post installation instructions
contained therein relate to vapor lock. This is deemed adequate.

Device Maintenance:

Applicant claims the Device is "Maintenance Free” in Section 11.
This is true in the general usage of the term maintenance, the
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added Device fuel fittings and fuel line installed in the vehi-
cle, would require the normal periodic inspection accorded
similar components in the vehicle.

Effect on Vehicle Emissions (non-regulated):

The Applicant submitted no test data, Section 12. However,
since the Device does not appreciably modify the vehicle's emis—
sion control system or powertrain, it appears reasonable to
assume that the Device would not significantly affect a vehi-
cle's non-regulated emissions.

Effect on Vehicle Safety:

The Applicant's enclosure on safety is a letter from his attor-
ney to an automotive association (see Attachment C). In this
letter the claims for safety appear to be based on three points:

(1) the fuel is not heated above the temperature of the auto-
mobile coolant.

(2) the fuel is not pressurized or vaporized.

(3) no problems have been encountered in the unspecified number
of installations made.

When properly installed, it appears unlikely that the Device
would adversely affect vehicle safety in normal usage and that
the Applicant's claim is justified.

However, if vapor lock is encountered, the Applicant's solution
of reducing the wrappings on the radiator hose will require
disconnecting the fuel line. If this was done on a hot, stalled
vehicle, fuel would be spilled in the hot engine compartment.
To minimize this hazard, the Applicant should specify that this
procedure be only performed after the engine has cooled.

Also, in event of an accident, the vehicle's fuel system would
be more vulnerable due to the added length of the fuel 1line
wrapped around the upper radiator hose.

Test Results Supplied by Applicant:

Applicant did not submit any test data per the Federal Test
Procedure or Highway Fuel Economy Test. These are the only EPA
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recognized test procedures(l). This requirement for the test
data following these procedures is stated in the Application
Format and two subsequent letters EPA sent to the applicant
(Attachments D, E, and F). Therefore, there was no technical
basis to support the Applicant's claim of increased fuel economy.

J. EPA Testing of a Fuel Preheater:
EPA tested a fuel preheater(z) which used water from the
engine block to heat the fuel in a copper tube and shell heat
exchanger. This device could be expected to add more heat to
the fuel than "Gas Meiser 1" because the copper tube and shell
design is a more efficient heat transfer mechanism than .the "Gas
Meiser I" neoprene hose wrapped around the upper radiator hose.
Also it would have acted sooner because the engine would not
first have to raise the engine coolant to the thermostat setting
for the hot coolant to flow through the upper radiator hose.
This fuel preheater did not improve vehicle fuel economy. Since
the "Gas Meiser 1" could be expected to receive less heat from
the coolant, in the absence of wvalid test data there 1is no
reason to expect the "Gas Meiser I" to improve vehicle fuel
economy nor justification for EPA to test the Device to further
investigate the claim for fuel economy.

16. Conclusion:

The Applicant submitted no test data that proved that the "Gas Meiser

1" would improve vehicle fuel economy.

EPA previously tested a similar device which failed to show a fuel

econony benefit. Therefore, it is wunlikely that testing of the

device would have shown a fuel economy benefit.

(1) From EPA 511 Application Format:

Test Results (Regulated Emissions and Fuel Economy): ‘
Provide alltest information which is available on the effects
of the device on vehicle emissions and fuel economy.

The Federal Test Procedure (40 CRF Part 86) is the only test
which is recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
for the evaluation of vehicle emissions. The Federal Test
Procedure and the Highway Fuel Economy Test (40 CRF Part 600)
are the only tests which are normally recognized by the U.S. EPA
for evaluating vehicle fuel economy. Data which have been
collected in accordance with other standardized fuel economy
measuring procedures (e.g. Society of Automotive Engineers) are
acceptable as supplemental data to the Federal Test Procedure
and the Highway Fuel Economy Data and will be used, if provided,
in the preliminary evaluation of the device. Data are required
from the test vehicle(s) in both baseline (all parameters set to
manufacturer's specifications) and modified forms (with device
installed).

(Z)Evaluation of the Fuel Xpander, EPA-AA-TAEB-80-2
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Attachment A

TOMAMANY OFFICE .,
: P O 8% 38O .
_( 2 O T NORIM 1OMAnSaMA AVENUE
[ \ - .
. TOMAMANA, WISCONSt L4107
TELEFPHQONE 715 /7453 %3I%3
LINCOLN MOUSE CLLL U TS . ’ 715/536-9300
oD BOX 398
. . - MOBIWE TELEPHONES
2O SOUTH MILL STREET .

JAMES T. HOGERS .
MERRILL, WISCONSIN 54452 TELEPHONE 715/5356-5501 75,359 H0O

L\;L-{y 6 ’ 1980 ) HARRY R HERYEL

7215359 1140

Mr. wWilliam Blemke
P. O, Box #4
Bryant, WI 54418

RE: Gas Preheater
Dear Bill:

I believe that I have some answers to the questions that you ralsed regardlng the
developrent and marketing of your gas preheater.

'As far as I have been able to determlne, there is no State Agency that would test -
your product before marketing can start.

However, I did talk with a. Mr. Tom Redman at the Wisconsin Department of Agrlculture
and Trade, Consumer Protection Division, 801 W. Badger Road, Madison, WI 53702,
(608) 266-7222, regarding the proposed advertising and marketing of your product.

“He is forwarding to us a law which went into effect on April 30, regulating the
advertising and marketing of devices intended to increase or improve fuel mileage
in automobiles and motor vehicles, which is enclosed.

- What- we. have to av01d, of course, is maklng a misleading or unsubstantlated claim
-about ‘the 1ncrease that a customer could expect by buylng and u31ng your product. R

Mr. Redman 1nd1cated to me that the Unlver51ty scxentlstq they have talked Wlth f;¥~3
have indicated that at most, a personcould expect only a 10 per cent’ 1ncrease T
"by the use of any gas preheater or vaporlzer in. the gas llne as yours 1s set- up._‘il

‘They talk about thxs as the maxlmun, t ggretlcal eff1c1ency 1ncrnase."z.f” Co
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GAS MEISER I

Read Instructions Before Installation

Cut fuel line approximately 6" from carburetor WITH TUBE CUTTER.

Connect 1 end of hose to line from carburetor and secure with
clamp. '

Begin wrapping fuel line hose around radiator hose. Be sure
fuel line hose is wrapped tightly to receive top performance
from GAS MEISER I. U :
After wrapping fuel line hose approximately 4 to 6 times,
depending on engine size, connect other end of hose to fuel
line from fuel pump and secure with clamp.

After fuel line hose is connected on both ends, use plastié
wire ties to secure GAS MEISER I to radiator hose.

Before starting engine, make sure gas filter and air cleaner
are clean. :

Start engine to make sure all lines are connected propérly.

If vapor lock should occur, reduce wrappings on radiator hose.

T R R e R TR R R T T R R TR RN T AR TR Bt ot
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Attachment.h

LIHCOWLN L
P G.a0x 448 rOAiAaAY,. OFFICE

10 SOUTH MItL STREETY r A onns 30

"‘IERR’LL, WISCONS|N f04%52 TNT OV TRMANIAN ALt euX

. 0 - TAMAItANY WSO S4A88T
78 4.v.a380
TELEPHMONE 715/536 S50 »N-LYVe 930N

MOBILE YELEZPHONES

JAMES T ROGERS
715359 -1100

HaRAY A HERTEL
k41 /JSR-!_"‘

LAWYERS JAMES T. ROGERS / HARRY R, HERATEL /JAMES T. RUNYON

HENRY R. SCHULTZ

September 15, 1980

Mr. Gary L. Antoniewicz

Staff Counsel :
Wisconsin Automobile & Truck Dealters Assoc.
25 W. Main Street

P.0. Box 5345

Madison, Wis. 53705 . : o o S N P B

Re: William Blemke - Gas—-Meiser Gas Preheater

Dear Gary:

1 have your letter of SepteEber 12, 1980, and expected that sooner or
later my correspondence would cross your desk when 1 learned that the

Wisconsin Automobile & Truck Dealers Association was involved.

I make no claims to having any engiheéring skills of.expertise, but I
would like to take just a couple minutes of your time to explain the

principles involved in Mr. Blewke's "Gas Preheater".

Mr. Blemke has devéloped two models; the first model uses a right anglé
plumbing joint and the gas line runs through a copper tubing surrounded T

by hot water from the automobile or’ truck s coolxng system

The gasollne und;r no- circumstances 1s heated above the temperature that -

the-coolant obtains. during normal engxne operatlon of approximatel) 190° ’ '.7;1 j?:

To 200°

Mr. Blemke's second model fnvolves using six feet of black neofrene

L el - S T N

gas line tubing which 1s wrapped directly around the hot water hose that’ f’??;

runs from the engine block to the radiator.

" Once again, the gas in the black neofrene tube is not heated above the :
temperature of the coolant in the automobile approximately 190° to 200°.

Both models of Mr. Blemke's gas preheater have been installed on a number
of automobiles and trucks and to date there have been no problems with fires,
explosions, or vapor lock that is associated with gas preheaters that use

the engine heat from the manifold, which raises the gasoline considerably

above a safe temperature.
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The ercatest results with Mr. Blemke's gas preheater are realized during the
winter months, when gasoline in the gas tank is normally at 20° to 25° .below.
zero, depending upon the ambient air temperature and instead of entering the -
carbeurator- at 20° to 25° below zero wonld enter it at 180° to 190° Fahrenheit,
which resulcs in increased and easier Vapt-l?ation and better gas mileage.:

Neither model of Mr. Blemke's gas preheater alteru the chemistry of the vehicle a
emmissions.

We have been working with State and Federal agencies re&arding Mr. Blemke’
javention and I share your concerns regarding the product's l1iabilicy issue,
but I reiterate, to date there have been no problems with either model-and

none of the State and Federal agencies .that we have contacted aeem concerned
about the safety of the product.

Once again, I want to reiterate that Mr. Blemke's device does not-pressurize.'::"”
or vaporize the gasoline. By the way, Mr. Blemke's advertising-and experience-

with the gas mileage improvement are much more reasonable and in line than the
crazy advertising schemwes probably seen lately.

Mr. Blemke's customers have been experiencing a 3 to 4 mile per gallon increaee
and noc the 100 to 500% seen advertised by othera.

Mr. Blewke has advertised a 107 to 30%° increase in mileage based of couree on
the. venicle and the. previous mileage experience of che driver.

Jaﬂes T. Runyon g el T - .: - :;;; ] R f"”'
Attorney for William Blemke and Gas-Meiser, Inc. = . - - =~ . -~ 7 7. o

et ey i ety RN
: PP e e e g g e
. . - r <

PR 3%




S

July 7, 1980

Rozars & liertel Lawyers
Lincoln licuse

P. 0. BOx 396

Yerrill, WL 54452

Lear Mr. Runyon:

ur lerter of June 23,
be used in tha evaluat

e enclosed docurents
1 Applicatlomn Yormat) provide

#mis is iu réuponse to YO
on procedures which are to
of “Fuel Saving Producta”.
Pevice Regulations, and 51
{nformation. ' 4
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1t should be nored that tha EPA naitherx approvas
davices for ratall sales. The pbasic charter of
under Saction 511 of the Molox Vehicle Informat
is to generate, analyze, and dissemiuaca'technical data.
requlirement for EPA zestiag prior to marketing.

Sincae the corporation you rapxesent produc

device, you may be interested in EPA test rasults on & device
cimilar function. ~Enclosed for your -information 1is a copy of
repoxt detailing the results of that testing.

drawa in that report was ‘that the device tested, “ruelXpander
. significaazvaffect on fuel economy When lastalled on propexly
. vahicle3s. S . T

... uich regazd To your iéhueéffiﬁmdlééﬁé§”ma:erial~éﬁd&%orkmaush
‘““‘~ha94ﬁ§~requiranautéffu:fmata:iél and worksansiip..
_yapraseat modifies tha fuel Jelivery systea of a

| siighway Trafflc Safecy Adumlulstration
-g_a_safe;yg;:q;dpoiht.j:lt;iﬁwsﬁ
" for thelr recoumendacions oun t

romoblles;
(NET5A) may have an iat
soested that your flxacontact
Sts pubfocte . o T TEREN

If you have any additional qu
agsiatance. '

Sincerely,

¥, Peter Hutchins, Project Manager.
Test and Evaluacion Branch -
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Attachment E

w Blemke
o Street
arinctra, WI 54143

Dear lir. Blemke:

This letter is in response to your inquiry of HNovembsr 26, 1330 res ardiﬂg

by Ceongressional mandate. to evaluzte fuel economy and emission: control o
devices., VWhile the EPA does not actually "approve” such devices, it does _ ..
conduct evaluations fcr the purpose of increasing the ccmmon knowledge in the '
araa. For this reason, the outcome of any testing by ©PA tecones public .
irformation. Tt -is this information which may be cited aTtkough ne claims can

te made that any EPA findlngs constitute apptoval" of the device or system.

fnclosed with this letter is a pacAet of materizls which you will need to.
apply for an FPA evaluation of wvour device. This packet ‘cénsists of 1) an
application format, 2) a docurent entitled "EPA Retrofit and Emission Control
Pevice Lvalevation Test Policy’ and 3) a copy oif the applicable Federal Regula-

in crdetr for trﬂ'E?A te conducet an eveluvation of vour device, we nust have an - -0 -
application. ©Once vyou have revieved all- he docurents in the packet, your
hould ‘pregare  an ?ﬁDliCdtiO* in gbcordan cith “the delinag~ of “tha-- - -~ .

el

—,.
tibﬂ.: ;Or:::'dtr - I{: t"—.— '? t

mgaiibt inth

A

ue:raQuita;

your a wlic it

11.\ LC'_x

, : 3na vcu q‘l- he gived. tHe' Oﬁpez—
tx.ic 'to concur aib‘ our'test'pladl” Gnee  this testing is c¢owplete,” an
evaluvation report =11 be written. If ro further testing is required, thé--
report will be writtea solely on the basis of the test data qubr*ttnc 'ﬂd onr~’
engineering analysia,
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your application will be recomsidered as described in the previous pd*agraph.é

If your application is not comnlete, we will ask vou to subrmlt further Infor—
ion or data, This request may require test results vhich would have to bhe
zined at a laboratory of your choice. Such testiaz wonld he conducted at
vour expense, A list of lahoratories which are known to have the equipwment:;
and persoan2l to perform acceptable tests has been included in the enclosed.
sacket. Once this test data or other missing informaticn haz heen Subaitted

T

There are sevaral aspects concerninz testing at an cutside 1a .cratory unich I
would 1like. to bring to your attention at this ti~~: :

Mimimum Test Requirements - Althour“ different types of devices may
require a2 more complex test plan, the pinirun we req ulre involves  two ..
vahicles and two test sequences yun in duplicate, The vehilcles:should be
selected from those listed in Table 135 if pressible. Each vehicle is to ;,.
be set to manufacturer's tune-up specifications for the baseline. tests.
The teats are conducted in a '"back-to-back®” manner, once with the vehicle

in baseline condition and again with the device installed with no vehicle
adjustrents between tests.  If installation of the device alse involves
some adjustmeats, e.g. timing, fuel-air nixture, :choke or idle speed,

-
another test sequence with only these adjustments should be inserted
between the flrst and last. Also as @& rinimum, the test sequence shall

consist of a hot-start LA-4 porticm (bags 1l and 2) of the Federal Test
Procedure (FTIP) and a liighway Fuel ELconomy Toagt (HFET). The details of
these tests are contained ir . the eaclosed packet. ™ Although only a
hot-start FiP "is required to wmininmize. the costs to you, you are
encouraged to have the entire cold-start test performed since any testing
and. evaluation performed by EPA will be based on the couplete FIP and yeu
ray wish to know how a vehicle with your device rerforms “ever this .07
officlal test. As a final requivcrent, the personnel of the outside .
laboratory you 'select should perfown wvery element of your” test plan. B
This - includes prepavation of the test vehicle, adjustmentibf'paramqters e

and icstzllation of the device.

- \.up_lic.lte) de s
“tcst~ﬁ 'ﬂbyﬂnff beo

: ‘S?GCU par vehicle ard les ”,than AQCC f‘f
= laho;ato*i sztbb 1‘ :
OOtJ n. *bwir 1atost or

)
s
R
S
),4'
}.-.

: '.'ig.ua 1y

accurately predict
of testing, we.have

.Oﬁtéoﬁe of ihe Tcsts4— ﬂltkbdéh it is imposs
the cverall worth of a device frem = small
established some guidelines which will he atermine vhether “the’
test results witk your device will qualify it further evaluation-cy
‘EPA.  These values have been chosen to assure hoth of us that a“reals
difference in fuel econumy exists and that we are not seeing on].’y'tht-:'~
variability in the results., For 2 mininum test plan vhich was conducted ™
on a fleet of two carse, the average improvement should be a;_least 8z.
‘This was determined using the average f{uel econcmy test variability ia
our laboratory and represents the improverent that would have to be shown
to yleld an 30X confidence (statistically) that there is any imppqvement.

P—‘
iV
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Ve would expect a rdﬂ‘m~" of

SE 1mprwvow0ﬂt for a flezt cf 5 vehicles’
3 e

{(sea table balow). st results which display a sivniflca :t incrTeass in
enission levels may be reason for EPN to requlre rore ewtansive testing

B
&
cr to deny further eveluatioo.

Subpmissfoa of Data - YWe require that all test date obtuined from . the
outside laboratories in support of your applicatfion he submitted to. us:
This includes any results you have which were declared void or 1avalid- by
the laboratory. We also ask that you notify us of the 1la borago-yiyou‘
have chosen, whea testing 13 scheduled to begin, what tests vyou have #

dacided to cenduct, allows us to maintain contact witht the laboratoxry:s>
diuring the course of the testing, and allew the test 1laboratory to
directly answer dny questlons at any tize a“out tbn test prograa. o .

Despite the current backlog:and increasing number OE inquiries ragarding fuel
conomy device evaluations, the EPA intends to process your application in as
axpaditious 2 maoner as possible., Ve have establisghed a goal of twelve weeks
ron the receipt of a complete application to the announcament of our raport.
attainmant of this objective regquires very precise scheduling and we are
depending on the apolicant to respond promptly to any qaeqtions or to submit
any rejuested data. .Failure to respond in a timely mancver will unduly delay
the process. In. the extreme case, we tay consider lack of response as a
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I bope the infomation sbove and that contalned in the euclosed documents will

aid you in the preparation of an accsepteble npvl-cation For*“ﬁ E2A evaluation
cE your device., T will te your contact with EPA derin thig process and any
subsequent  EPA evaluation. My address is  IPA, }unotor Vehicle Emisalion
- .- Laboratory, 2355 ?]yrouth'ﬁdad, Ann Arbor, “4c51,an, 43103, The telaprone -
nuober -1z (313) - 653-4200,  Please contact we if you have any. questions or’
rueguir - o

e any furrher 1nf0rmation. i ' o J
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January 8, 1981 ) AIR. NOISE AND RADIATION

Mr, William Blemke
1516 Oakes Street
Marinette, WI 54143

Dear ¥r, Blemke:

EPA has received your application for evaluation of Gas Meiser I under
Section 511 of the Yotor Vehicle Information and Cost Savings Act.

EPA has reviewed your application, However, no test data was submitted
with your application. If you decide to obtain data from a private labo-

ratory as described in wmy letter to you on December 4, 1980, we will be

happy to work with you in designing a test plan., The EPA policy docu-
wents that you received require only hot start data but it way be to the
~advantage of your device if it is tested on a cold start basis,

The Gas Yeiser I is a fuel preheatef that routes fuel through a flexible
fuel line that ‘is wrapped around the upper radiator hose. EPA recently
tested a fuel preheater called FuelXpander which showed no fuel economy

Mr, James T. Runyon, on July 7, 1980.) Therefore, in the absence of
valid new data showing a benefit for your device, there 1is no basis for
EPA conducting confirmatory tests of the Gas Meiser I, ‘

EPA will continue to process your application on the basis of the avail-
able information.

Enclosed for your information is a copy of the EPA report detailing the
FuelXpander test results, Please contact we (phone (313) 668-4299) if
you have any questions or require any further information,

Sincerely,

et W Kotk

Merrill ¥W. Korth, Device Evaluation Coordinator
Emission Control Technology Division

' benefits. (A copy of this report  which was sent to your attormey,"



